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same kind; f.or example, the truth of one cognition is made
to depend on the truth of another cognition. Thus if
the falsehood of one cognition were known on the
falsehood of another cognition the change of infinite regress
might have been true. But, actually/what happens in the
present case is simply that the falsehood of a former cogni-
tion is revealed subsequent!/ by the knowledge of contra-
diction or of defects while this subsequent knowledge is
self-valid. When falsehood is thus revealed by a true
knowledge, there is no need to go on further and hence/
there is no infinite regress.28

It may again be asked : How is it that a later know-
ledge contradicts a previous one and not vice-versa ? First,
there appears the cognition, 'this is silver' and then, another
cognition appears in the form, 'this is not silver'. It is said
that the second cognition falsifies the first, but it may
equally well be supposed that the first falsifies the second.
The reply is that the relation of the contradictor and the
contradicted between the two cognitions does not depend
on a mere wish. When the first cognition, 'this is silver'
appeared, the second 'this is not silver' is non-existent and
hence the former can not contradict the latter. But the
latter, making its appearance after the former, reveals the
object of the former as possessing a contradictory nature
and on his account it invalidates the former. The first cog-
nition arises independent entity of the second, but the very
birth of the second presupposes the first. The cognition,
'this is not silver' denies truth of the cognition, 'this is sil-
ver' by its mere existence and hence, the relation of the
contradictor and the contradicted existing between them
cannot be reversed.29

It has been shown so far that the falsehood of a
cognition is known extrinsically through the subsequent
consciousness of contradictor of the presence of defects in
the source. But, some times there follows a third cogni-
tion which contradicts the second one and in such cases,
the truth of the first cognition which was wrongly shown to
be mistaken by the second one is restored by the third one.